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WISCONSIN SUPREME COURT
Order - March 9, 2001

01-0387-D
In the Matter of Disciplinary Proceedings
Against James W. Snyder, Attorney at Law.

The Court entered the following order on this date:

Upon consideration of the petition filed pursuant to SCR 22.19 by Attorney James
W. Snyder requesting the consensual revocation of his license to practice law in
this state, and upon consideration of the summary of misconduct allegations
against petitioner being investigated by the Office of Lawyer Regulation, and that
Office's recommendation in support of the request for consensual license
revocation (documents attached and incorporated by reference),

IT IS ORDERED that the license of James W. Snyder to practice law in this state
is revoked as of the date of this order.

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that James W. Snyder comply with the provisions of
SCR 22.26 concerning the duties of a person whose license to practice law has
been revoked.

BRADLEY and PROSSER, J.J., did not participate.

Cornelia C. Clark
Clerk of Supreme Court



STATE OF W SCONSI N I N SUPREME COURT

In the Matter of Disciplinary
Proceedi ngs Agai nst:

JAMES W SNYDER, CASE CODE: 30912
Attorney at Law,
Petitioner. CASE NO.: 01-0387-D

OFFI CE OF LAWER REGULATI ON' S RECOVVENDATI ON ON
PETI TI ON FOR CONSENSUAL LI CENSE REVOCATI ON

TGO  THE HONORABLE JUSTI CES OF
THE W SCONSI N SUPREMVE COURT

The Ofice of Lawer Regulation (“OLR’) respectfully
recommends that the Court grant the Petition of Janmes W Snyder
(“Petitioner”), and revoke Petitioner’s license to practice |aw
in Wsconsin.

Petitioner’s Petition for Consensual License Revocation and
the Director’s Summary  of M sconduct Al'l egations  Being
| nvestigated are attached hereto and incorporated herein by
ref erence.

Petitioner was admtted to practice law in Wsconsin on My

18, 1981 (Wsconsin State Bar No. 1014652) and practiced in the



Appl eton area. Petitioner’s license to practice law in
W sconsi n has been suspended since Cctober 12, 2000

Petitioner acknow edges that he cannot successfully defend
hi nsel f agai nst serious professional msconduct allegations that
are summarized in an attachnment to his Petition. Petitioner has
had the benefit of |legal representation in this nmatter.

Petitioner admts his inability to defend against
m sconduct allegations in an estate matter. The m sconduct
under investigation includes allegations that Petitioner made
nore than one dishonest, deceitful filing to the probate court,
that he offered false evidence to that court, that he lied to
two charitable beneficiaries in the matter about funds to which
they were entitled and that he accepted paynents for his firm
that anmounted to nore than a tenfold increase over the anmount he
had claimed in a filing to the court that his firmhad received?.

Petitioner filed a conpliance affidavit pursuant to SCR
22.26 in which he indicated that he discontinued the practice of
law, effective Septenmber 5, 2000, and that he represents no
clients in pending matters. Petitioner’s former firm has made

full restitution to the two beneficiaries (the American Lung

! The Court’s October 12, 2000 temporary suspension order is provided as Exhibit 1 to Appendix A, as attached to
Mr. Snyder’ s Petition.

2 The misconduct is more specifically described in the Director’s Summary of Misconduct Allegations Being
Investigated, at paragraph 10(a)-(d).



Associ ation and the Anmerican Cancer Society).” The OLR is not
reguesting a restitution order in connection with the proposed
revocation of Petitioner’s |law |icense.

Under the circunstances, a formal order of the Wsconsin
Suprenme Court revoking Petitioner’s license to practice law in
W sconsin is warranted. The OLR respectfully files this
Recomrendation in support of M. Snyder’s Petition for
Consensual License Revocation, and reconmends to the Court that
it grant the petition and order the inmediate revocation of
Petitioner’s license to practice |aw in Wsconsin.

The OLR does not seek an assessnent of costs in this matter.

Dated this 6th day of February, 2001

OFFI CE OF LAWER REGULATI ON

By: /s/
WLLIAM J. WEI GEL
Litigation Counsel
State Bar No. 1010549

ADDRESS:

110 East Main Street, Room 315
Madi son, W 53703

Tel ephone: (608) 267-7274
Fax: (608) 267-1959

" The Office of Lawyer Regulation (OLR) submitted a letter dated February 27, 2001, noting that restitution was
actually made by Mr. Snyder’s family and not his former law firm.



STATE OF W SCONSI N I N SUPREME COURT

IN THE MATTER OF DI SCI PLI NARY
PROCEEDI NGS AGAI NST JAMES W
SNYDER, ATTORNEY AT LAW
CASE CODE 30912

OFFI CE OF LAWER REGULATI ON, CASE NO. 01-0387-D
Conpl ai nant ,
JAMES W SNYDER,

Respondent .

PETI TI ON FOR CONSENSUAL
LI CENSE REVOCATI ON

TGO THE HONORABLE JUSTI CES OF

THE W SCONSI N SUPREME COURT

Pursuant to SCR 22.19, |, Attorney Janmes W Snyder, hereby
petition the Court as foll ows:

1. | becanme licensed to practice law in the State of
W sconsin on May 18, 1981 (State Bar No. 1014652). On Cct ober
12, 2000, the Wsconsin Suprene Court ordered ny law |icense
tenporarily suspended, effective COctober 12, 2000 (Exhibit 1 to
Appendi x A, attached). M current address is 2942 West Hi awat ha
Drive, Appleton, Wsconsin 54914-6708.

2. | am the subject of an Ofice of Lawyer Regulation

(“OLR’) m sconduct investigation.



3. A summary of the msconduct allegations is attached
hereto as Director’s Summary of M sconduct Allegations Being
| nvestigated (Appendix A).

4. | acknow edge that | cannot successfully defend nyself
agai nst the professional msconduct allegations in Appendix A

5. | amfiling this Petition freely, voluntarily and with
t he benefit of the advice of counsel.

ACCORDI NGLY, | hereby petition this Court for consensual
i cense revocation, pursuant to SCR 22. 19. Respectful ly

submtted, this 17th day of January, 2001.

/ s/
JAMES W SNYDER
Petiti oner

P. O Address:

James W Snyder

c/o Atty. Joseph J. Beisenstein
Menn, Teetaert & Beisenstein, Ltd.
222 North Oneida Street

P. 0. Box 785

Appl eton, W 54912-0785

(920) 731-6631



STATE OF W SCONSI N I N SUPREME COURT

I N THE MATTER OF DI SCI PLI NARY
PROCEEDI NGS AGAI NST JAMES W
SNYDER, ATTORNEY AT LAW
CASE CODE 30912
OFFI CE OF LAWER REGULATI ON, CASE NO. 01-0387-D
Conpl ai nant ,
JAMES W SNYDER,

Respondent .

D RECTOR S SUMVARY OF M SCONDUCT
ALLEGATI ONS BEI NG | NVESTI GATED

BACKGROUND

On Cctober 12, 2000, the Wsconsin Suprene Court ordered
the law license of James W Snyder (“Petitioner”) tenporarily
suspended, effective OCctober 12, 2000 (Exhibit 1). That
tenporary suspension, sought by the Board of Attorneys
Prof essional Responsibility (“BAPR’), predecessor-in-interest to
the Ofice of Lawer Regulation (“CLR’), was not opposed by
Petitioner.

Petitioner has indicated his intent to file a Petition for
Consensual License Revocation acknow edging his inability to
successfully defend against the msconduct allegations being

i nvestigated by the CLR

Appendi x A, page 1



SUMMARY OF FACTSAND MISCONDUCT ALLEGATIONS

1. OLR staff investigator, Ml ody Rader-Johnson began
conducting an investigation of Petitioner following the filing
of a grievance against him by successor counsel in an CQutagam e
County estate matter. Petitioner had been the original attorney
for the estate, but was renoved by the Court after failing to
appear at the last of a string of status hearings ordered by the
court. The grievance investigation originally concerned
Petitioner’s possible neglect of this and other Qutagam e County
est at es. Mor eover, successor counsel in the estate inforned
BAPR that the file for the estate contained a check payable to a
beneficiary of the estate which had been witten nore than a
year earlier, but had not yet been sent, even though Petitioner
had informed the court that the check had been forwarded to that
beneficiary.

2. I n Decenber 1998, Petitioner filed with the Register in
Probate an Anmended Final Account for the Estate of Pearl Donke
(Qutagam e County Probate Case No. 95-1N-239) which indicated
that distributions had been paid out from the Donke Estate as
fol |l ows: $235,012.21 to the personal representative, $39,168.71
to the Anmerican Cancer Society and $39,168.71 to the American
Lung Association. The Anended Final Account also indicated that

Petitioner's firmhad received $7,000 in attorneys fees.

Appendi x A, page 2



3. On Decenber 14, 1998, Petitioner filed wth the
Regi ster in Probate, Receipts and Rel eases purportedly signed by
representatives from the Anmerican Lung Association and the
Aneri can Cancer Society indicating that each charity had received
a distribution of $39,168.71 from the Donke Estate. After
receiving the executed Receipts and Rel eases, the Probate Court
closed their file for the Donke Estate. In fact, however, as of
Decenber 14, 1998, neither the Lung Association nor the Cancer
Soci ety had received any distribution fromthe Donke Estate.

4. During 1999, after Petitioner received several
requests from the charities as to when they mght expect to
receive their distributions from the Donke Estate, Petitioner
forwarded trust account checks to the charities in the anmount of
$13, 968. 71 each. Petitioner informed the charities that these
checks were for partial distributions from the estate and that
the charities could expect to receive their final distribution
after the remainder of the bequest was |iquidated. The
charities, however, received no further distribution from the
est at e.

5. In May 2000, I nvestigator Rader-Johnson received
information from the Anerican Lung Association that they had not
received their final distribution from the Pearl Donke Estate.
The Lung Association also indicated that they had recently

learned that the CQutagame County probate file contained a

Appendi x A, page 3



Recei pt and Release purportedly executed by an enployee of the
Lung Associ ation acknow edgi ng receipt of the final distribution.

The Lung Association asserted that the signature on the Receipt
was probably forged since the Receipt contained a signature of an
enpl oyee who left their enploynent in August 1998.

6. On or about August 3, 2000, Investigator Rader-Johnson
received information from the American Cancer Society alleging
that they had not received their final distribution from the
Pear| Donke Estate and that the Receipt and Release on file with
the probate court acknow edgi ng receipt of the final distribution
contai ned a forged signature.

7. Upon receiving this information from the Lung
Association and the Cancer Society, Investigator Rader-Johnson
reviewed Qutagame County probate files, nmet wth and obtained
sworn testinmony fromthe Petitioner and revi ewed bank records and
ot her materials.

8. Based on the figures contained in the Anmended Fina
Account from the Donke Estate, the Lung Association and the
Cancer Society should have received a total of approximtely
$78,300. As of the spring of 2000, the charities had received
only approximately $27,500, rendering the Amended Final Account
filed by Petitioner to be grossly inaccurate by |eaving

approxi mately $50, 700 unaccounted for.

Appendi x A, page 4



9. Additionally, bank records from the Donke Estate show
that between April 27, 1996 and Novenber 24, 1998, there were 14
checks nmade payable to Petitioner’s firm totaling $72,000
purportedly witten by the estate’s personal representative.
Petitioner reported on the Amended Final Account that his firm
had only received $7,000 in I|egal fees. The Anended Final
Account does not disclose the additional $65,000 in disbursenents
fromthe estate to Petitioner's firm

10. The investigation of Petitioner’s conduct has to date
reveal ed that Petitioner engaged in the follow ng m sconduct:

a) In filing the Amended Final Account for the Pearl
Donke Estate in Decenber, 1998, which indicated that final
di sbursenments had been nmade fromthe Estate to all of the
beneficiaries, including the Arerican Lung Associ ation and
the Anerican Cancer Society, when Petitioner knew that
final disbursenments had not been made from the Donke
Estate to those charities, Petitioner engaged in conduct
i nvol ving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or msrepresentation,
contrary to SCR 20:8.4(c).

b) In preparing and filing the Receipts and Rel eases
dat ed Decenber 14, 1998 which contained forged signatures
of representatives from the American Lung Association and
the Anerican Cancer Society indicating that each charity

had received their final distribution of approximtely

Appendi x A, page 5



$39,000 from the Pearl Donke Estate, when Petitioner knew
that neither charity had received any distribution from
the Donke Estate as of that date, Petitioner know ngly
of fered evidence that he knew to be false, contrary to SCR
20: 3. 3(a)(4), and engaged in conduct involving dishonesty,
fraud, decei t or m srepresent ati on, contrary to
SCR 20:8.4(c).

c) In stating to the American Lung Association and
the Anmerican Cancer Society in Cctober 1999, that the
remai nder of the bequests to the charities would be
forthcom ng, when Petitioner knew the Donke Estate had
been closed since Decenber 1998, Petitioner engaged in
conduct i nvol vi ng di shonesty, fraud, decei t or
m srepresentation, contrary to SCR 20: 8. 4(c).

d) I n accepting paynents of $72,000 to his firm from
the Donke Estate, but filing an Anended Final Account
showing that the firm had received only $7,000 from the
Donke Estate, Petitioner engaged in dishonesty, fraud,

decei t

Appendi x A, page 6



or msrepresentation, contrary to SCR 20:8.4(c).

Dated this 9th day of January, 2001.

OFFI CE OF LAWER REGULATI ON

By: [s/
KEI TH L. SELLEN
Di rector
State Bar No. 1001088

ADDRESS:

110 East Main Street, Room 315
Madi son, W 53703

Tel ephone: (608) 267-7274
Fax: (608) 267-1959

Appendi x A, page 7



Ofice of the derk
SUPREME COURT

110 E. MAIN STREET, SU TE 215
P.O BOX 1688
MADI SON, W SCONSIN  53701- 1688

TELEPHONE (608) 266-1880
FACSI M LE (608) 267-0640
Wb Site: www courts.state.w .us

To: October 12, 2000
Office of Lawyer Regulation James W. Snyder

110 E. Main Street, #315 Krause, Metz & Snyder
Madison, WI 53703-3383 15 Park Place

Appleton, WI 54915
Joseph J. Beisenstein

Menn Nelson Law Firm William J. Weigel
P.O. Box 785 Office of Lawyer Regulation
Appleton, WI 54912-0785 110 E. Main Street, Rm. 315

Madison, WI 53703

Y ou are hereby notified that the Court has entered the following order:

No. XX-014062-D Matter of Disciplinary Proceedings Against James W. Snyder:
BAPR v. Snyder

On September 27, 2000, the Board of Attorneys Professional Responsibility filed a notice
of motion and motion and supporting affidavit seeking the temporary suspension of the license of
James W. Snyder to practice law in Wisconsin, pursuant to SCR 22.30(1); this court ordered a
response on October 4, 2000 and he indicated he has no objection to the motion;

IT 1S ORDERED that the motion is granted. The license of Attorney Snyder to practice
law is temporarily suspended as of the date of this order and until further notice of this court. He
shall further comply with the requirements of SCR 22.26 relating to license suspension if he has
not already done so.

Cornelia G Cark
A erk of Supreme Court

Exhibit 1
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